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YHE COMPTROLLER OENERAL

DECIBION OF THE UNITED STATES

- PRLE: l-Mﬂ ' ' . DATE: Jzaary 10, 1977

MATTER OF: mtt*w'tul, Incorporated
CHGEST:

1. ¥ritten 1’oqun|t Cor ru:mi.d-rﬂéi:'n of hid protest dechion
of this Office sant by uztuud ; 1..1 is disnissed as un-
timaly Lecause it neitksr war re. Aved at GAO within ten
days after protester's raceipt ot that decision nor was sent
vithin the tims provided for msiling certified protauts.

2. tﬁqm cmcruttm.dt'}"’a ot utut):j,i-dqu:l.r-ut for
. f1ling requast for raconsideration of bid protest decielon.
l-qunu !or reconsideration must be in writing.

ue::muu. -Incor!;gzutﬂk(m) requasts rumixleraz:i.on
of our 'decision tngtMtiu.«\rncmctd. 56 Comp. Gen.
»~186867, Octobcr 29,1376, 76-2 CFD 371. 1MI called this ofticc
by tchphm two or tht“ uotkm days after its raceipt on
Bovember 3, 1976 ut our . decuian. end recaived from the artormey
who had handled :u original protenst advice ou how to obtain
rccouid.ntion ot the decision. At this time, LMi alsc advanced
argpuments concerni.ng the substance nf 1ite protest which it aay
bave, {atended as &\ oral request for, reconsideration. Subge-
-mt]y, by cutuied letter, pocturk-d Novewber 15, 1976 and
Teaceived in this ouu. Noveabsr 19...1976 IMI formally requested
tuwuidcntion. amuiag that our decision was contrary to regu-
lation and prior deiis’ons of this Office.

As explained bélov. the raquest for reconsiderztion is
dismissed as untimely filed.

LMI bhad rcecivud a copy ‘of our Bid Protest Procadures, ‘
& C.F.R. 2G' et seq. 1(1976) ‘by letter oh.!uly 12, 1976, following
the filing of its initial protest with: thil -0ffice, These pro-
cedures ptovide ia lsect:lon 20.9 that requests for reconaiderut:ion
of a decision of thn Comptroller Ceneral shall be filed not later
thee '10 vork:lng days aftmr the basis for reconsideration is
known or should have baen known, whichever is earlier. While the
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term "I1{lad" maans recelpt in the Cemeral Accowmting 0ffiecs, .
6 C.Y.R. § 20.9(b) (1976), tha temm als) connotas tha placing
of a document among official racords. MNoreover, bid protast’s
f1led with this Offics must be in writiag, & C.P.R. 20.1(b) (1976),
and requests for reconsideration are subject te such bid protest
procedures consistent with the need for prompt resclutiom of t'as
matter. & C.F.R. § 20.9(c) (1976). Accordingly, the telephona
commumication vith *his Offica shortly after recelpt of our
decision would not satisfy the raquirement in our prosceduien for
filing raquests for reconsideration.

As to the protester's written raquast for reconsideration, the
record shows that it was sent by certified ma{l only two daye prior
to the deadline for receipt here and was actually r :aived here two
days after that deadline. The written request was ot sent within
tha tine providad for mailing protests by certified mail and was
not recalved here within ten days after the basis for reconsidera-~
tion was known to the protester. & C.PF.R. #§ 20.2(b)(3) and 20.9

() (1976).
Accordingly, the request for reconsiderarion was untimely filed

and 1is dismissed.
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Paul G. Dembling
General Counsel






